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126 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA

AT CHANDIGARH
CWP No.9426 of 2017 (O&M)
Date of decision : May 03, 2017
vVishvendu - ... Petitioner
Versus
State of Haryana and others ... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KULDIP SINGH

Present:- MTr. Sonia G. Singh, Advocate for the petitioner.

1. Whether the Reporters of local newspaper may be allowed to
see the judgment ?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not.

3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the digest ?

KULDIP SINGH J. (ORAL)

Petitioner claims that she is divorcee daughter of deceased-
employee, who died on 15.08.2013. The mother of the petitioner also died
on 29.09.2016. She claims that she is entitled to the family pension.

The petitioner has moved the representations. The last
representation moved is of dated 04.03.2017 (Annexure P-7).

In these circumstances, without issuing notice to the
respondents, respondent Nos.2 and 3 are directed to examine the claim of
the petitioner and after hearing her and giving her opportunity to produce
the documents, pass a speaking order as to whether on the evidence
produced by her, she is entitle to family pension or not?

Let the petitioner along with the certified copy of this order
appear before respondent No.2 and thereafter, a speaking order will be
passed within three months from the said date.

(KULDIP SINGH)
JUDGE

May 03, 2017
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